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COWENTS:
I would like to object to planning application 243099 for the
proposed devel opnent of up to 111 hones on Readi ng Road, Arborfield.

My objections are :-
1. QUT OF CHARACTER

The proposed devel opnent is not in keeping with the character of the
surroundi ng hones.

2. UTILITIES

We live in close proximty to the proposed devel opnent and suffer
regular failure in supply of both electricity and water. Wt hout
significant investnent and i nprovenents a new devel opnent of this
scale will only exacerbate the situation which | feel is already
unacceptable in this nodern day.

Recent exanpl es include | oss of WATER supply on 31/10/24 & 4/1/25
both for several hours due to failure at the |ocal treatnent works.
In addition we also have to regular |loss of water p ressure should a
| eak occur in any part of the ageing |ocal network. W al so have
regul ar, short power cuts, several tines a nonth (including an

epi sode | ast week when we | ost power as an industrial unit on Bridge
Far m

overl oaded their circuit). Not forgetting, the |onger power

out ages, which occur in this area should the overhead power |ines
be struck by birds!

The Arborfield Sewage treatnent works is at capacity and is unable
to cope with the denands of all the new devel opnents in Arborfield
(this is before the several thousand hones al ready granted pl anni ng
have been added into the systen). Discharges of sewage into the

| ocal rivers are a frequent occurrence now even with the slightest
rainfall.

Mobi | e phone signals in this area is patchy and very linted so we
are still heavily reliant on the internet signal which again is
unreliable and sl ow.

Qobviously, there is an argunent that with nore hones in the area a
bi gger incentive for investnment exists but given the well-reported,
current financial situation of Thanes Water this situation is not
going to be rectified anyti ne soon

3. TRANSPORT/ ACCESS

Whilst the site is extrenely well served by the local bus network,
the options for other sustainable transport options is linmted i.e.
by foot or by bike. The devel oper's Transport Assessnent survey
states that there exists a footpath along the entirety of Reading
Road, with width of 1-1.5min both directions. This is not the case.
The footpath between the site, after \Wal den Avenue headi ng t owards
Arborfield Cross narrows for quite a | arge section down to between
50-70cm A nother with a pushchair and child or a wheel chair user



for exanple would NOT able able to access the village centre on foot
with it init's current condition, neaning that signifiant footpath
i mprovenents woul d need to be undertaken for this devel opnent to
fulfil the required criteria. There is also NO street lighting in
this area nmaking the option of wal king to school etc unsafe during
the winter nonths. The National Planning Policy Framework stipul ates
that 'Safe & suitable access to the site should/can be achieved for
all users' - this is not the case for this site.

Shoul d pl anni ng perm ssion be granted, the new honeowners on this
site will undoubtedly all need to rely heavily on cars to access

| ocal anenities including schools, doctors, shops and transport hubs
(with no nmention of Twyford station being the nost popul ar option
locally) . The projected figures on journeys to and fromthe site
have been significantly underesti mated, especially at peak tines,
with no nention of the effect of traffic fromthis site on Church
Lane. |

al so note the figures are based on the | ocation being an 'Edge of
Town' /' Suburban Area' which this is not. | believe that the inpact
of traffic fromthis site, in addition to those devel opnents al ready
granted planning but yet to be built in the locality, will have a
severe inpact on traffic on the | ocal network.

4. LOSS OF NATURAL HABI TAT FOR W LDLI FE
5. FLOOD RI SK

The proposed devel opnent fields have significant standi ng water
after heavy rainfall with the surroundi ng drai nage ditches at
capacity. Church Lane is also prone to areas of flooding especially
around t he desi gnated pedestrian entrance on the plan. Special

consi deration

needs to be made as to whether the proposed neasure are sufficient
to prevent a worsening of flooding to surrounding properties and

r oads.



